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The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the phor art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Niks et al or Kayaert et al or Bruynseels in view of Kono et al. Niks et al, Kayaert et al 
and Bruynseels all disclose the process recited in claim 1 , except for requiring that the 
fluidization air contains very finely atomized water. (See Fig. 1 of each reference, and 
the description thereof. Kono et al disclose a process for producing urea granules in a 
fluidized bed, and disclose at col. 9, line 29 to col. 10, line 12 that air or steam may be 
used as an atomizing gas. It would be obvious from Kono et al to employ air containing 
very finely atomized water as the fluidization air in the process of Niks et al, Kayaert et 
al or Bruynseels, since Kono et al suggest at col. 10, lines 3-8 that mixtures of the 
atomizing gases may be employed, and one of ordinary skill in the art would be 
motivated to include steam in the fluidization air to control the drying rate of the urea 
solution, as suggested at col. 9, lines 32 and 33 of Kono et al. 

Claims 11-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as anticipated by or, in the 
alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over Niks et al or Kayaert et al or 
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Bruynseels. No distinction is seen between the apparatus disclosed by Niks et al or 
Kayaert et al or Bruynseels, and that recited in claims 11-13, since the recitation of 
"from which water is atomized in the fluidization air" is a method limitation which is not 
given weight 9n an apparatus claim. 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification sliall conclude witli one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 11 -13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. The recitation in claim 1 1 of "from which water is 
atomized in the fluidization air" Is a method limitation which is improper in an apparatus 
claim. It is well-settled that method limitations are improper in apparatus claims, since it 
is the apparatus structure that is being claim in an apparatus claim, rather than the 
method of using such structure. 

The other references are made of record for disclosing various methods for 
granulating urea. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Wayne Langel whose telephone number is 571-272- 
1353. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday, 8 am - 3:30 
pm Eastern Time. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stanley Silverman can be reached on 571-272-1358. The fax phone 
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number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Wayne Langel/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 1793 



